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strongest motives to right conduct as being the desire
of this greatest pleasure and the aversion from this greatest
pain.

This is a fair example of the procedure of a moralist
who has got beyond the old-fashioned popular doctrine
of the conscience as a mysterious faculty that tells us
what is right and what is wrong and impels us to pursue
the right, but who lacks pyschological insight. Of course,
if the statement quoted above were true, the moralist
would be justified in simply recognising the fact and
in leaving it to the psychologist to explain, if he could,
how human nature had acquired this remarkable con-
stitution. But the statement is in direct opposition to
notorious facts, and in reducing all morality to hedonism
it grossly libels human nature. The finest moral acts
do not proceed from this desire of the pleasure of self-
satisfied retrospection, nor from the aversion from the
pain of remorse. When the patriot volunteers for the
forlorn hope and goes to certain death, he cannot be
seeking the pleasures of retrospective self-approval,
and it would be absurd to suppose that he is driven on
only by fear of remorse. Strong and fine characters,
when forming their decisions pay little or no regard to
the prospect of these pleasures and pains of retrospection;
while in the mass of men the pain of remorse for unde-
tected lapses from morality is easily avoided or got rid of,
and the pleasure of self-approval for virtues unknown
to others is comparatively slight. The most that can be
admitted is that in certain morbidly conscientious persons
the prospect of these retrospective pleasures and pains
may play some part in regulating conduct; and it may
be added that, if we were called upon to advise in the
designing of a new type of human nature, we might be
tempted to recommend that it should be constituted in
this way, if only for the reason that justice would be so
admirably served; for each right or wrong act would
then inevitably bring its own internal reward of pleasure
or punishment of pain, as the nursery moralists, regardless
of truth, have so often asserted that it does. Such a
constitution of human nature would then obviate the